220       PROTECTION OR FREE TRADE.
as to what he has to sell, has been permitted to compel the American author to compete with stolen labor. Congress, which year after year has been maintaining a heavy tariff, on the hypocritical plea of protecting American labor, has steadily refused the bare justice of acceding to an international copyright which would prevent American publishers from stealing the work of foreign authors, and enable American authors not only to meet foreign authors on fair terms at home, but to get payment for their books when reprinted in foreign countries. An international copyright, demanded as it is by honor, by morals and by every dictate x>f patriotic policy, has always been opposed by the protective interest* Could anything more clearly show that the real motive of protection is always the profit of the employing capitalist, never the benefit of labor ?
"What would be thought of the Congressman who should propose, as a "working-man's measure," to divide the surplus in the treasury between two or three railway kings, and who should gravely argue that to do this would be to raise wages in all occupations, since the railway kings, finding themselves so much richer, would at once raise the wages of their employees; which would lead to the raising of wages on all railways, and this again to the raising of wages in all occupations. Yet the contention that protective duties on goods raise wages involves just such assumptions.
It is claimed that protection raises the wages of labor —that is to say, of labor generally. It is not merely contended that it raises wages in the special industries protected by the tariff. That would be to confess that
* An eseeption is to be made in favor of Horace Greeley, who, though a protectionist, did advocate an international copyright.

